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Reply to Office Action of January 8, 2007 

REMARKS 

In response to the Office Action of January 8, 2007, claim 1 1 is hereby amended. Claims 
1 1 and 12 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph and under the judicially created 
doctrine of obviousness-type double patenting. Each of these rejections is addressed below. 

Obviousness-type Double Patenting Rejections 

The Examiner has maintained the rejection of claims 1 1 and 12 under the judicially 
created doctrine of obviousness-type double patenting. As previously noted, Applicant agrees to 
submit a terminal disclaimer when allowable subject matter is determined. 

Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph 

To satisfy the written description requirement, a patent specification must describe the 
claimed invention in sufficient detail that one skilled in the art can reasonably conclude that the 
inventor had possession of the claimed invention. See, e.g., Moba, B.V. v. Diamond Automation, 
Inc., 325 F.3d 1306, 1319, 66 USPQ2d 1429, 1438 (Fed. Cir. 2003). "The written description 
must communicate that which is needed to enable the skilled artisan to make and use the claimed 
invention." In re Wilder, 736 F.2d 1516, 1520, 222 USPQ 369, 372 (Fed. Cir. 1984). "It is not 
necessary that the claimed subject matter be described in ipsis verbis to satisfy the written 
description requirement of 35 USC Section 1 12." Fields v. Conover, 443 F.2d 1386, 170 USPQ 
276 (C.C.P.A. 1971); In re Lukach, 440 F.2d 1263, 169 USPQ 795 (C.C.P.A. 1971). It is 
sufficient that the specification "convey clearly to those skilled in the art, to whom it is 
addressed, in any way , the information that the applicant has invented the specific subject matter 
later claimed." In re Wertheim, 541 F.2d 257, 262, 191 USPQ 90, 97 (C.C.P.A. 1976) (emphasis 
added). 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1 1 and 12 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. Specifically, the Examiner reasons 
that there is no support for the amendment to claim 11, which defines the nucleic acid ligand as 
not being a nucleic acid having the known physiological function of binding the protein. While 
Applicant does not acquiesce to this rejection in the interest of furthering the prosecution of this 
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application claim 1 1 has been amended to exclude this limitation. Reconsideration and 
withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested. 

As noted in the Amendment and Remarks document filed on October 24, 2006, claim 11, 
as amended, is drawn to a nucleic acid ligand comprised of one or more photoreactive groups 
that crosslink a target molecule and includes the limitation that when the target molecule is a 
protein it is not a nucleic acid binding protein. Since claim 1 1, as amended, excludes the target 
from being a nucleic acid binding protein, Applicant maintains for the reasons previously set 
forth that claim 1 1 remains novel over the art cited in the Office Action dated June 27, 2006. 

Applicant believes that the pending claims are in condition for allowance. If it would be 
helpful to obtain favorable consideration of this case, the Examiner is encouraged to call and 
discuss this case with the undersigned. 

This constitutes a request for any needed extension of time and an authorization to charge 
all fees therefore to deposit account No. 19-51 17 if not otherwise specifically requested. The 
undersigned hereby authorizes the charge of any fees created by the filing of this document or 
any deficiency of fees submitted herewith to be charged to deposit account No. 19-5117. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Date July 3, 2007 /Rosemary Kellogg/ 

Rosemary Kellogg, #39,726 
Swanson & Bratschun, L.L.C. 
8210 SouthPark Terrace 
Littleton, Colorado 80120 
Telephone: (303) 268-0066 
Facsimile: (303) 268-0065 

S:\ClientFolders\Somalogic\NEX10\NEX 10-7VNEX 10 -7 OA RESPONSE 2-21.doc 



Page 4 of 4 



